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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Receipt is acknowledged of the RCE received on 1-10-07. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 



2. Claims 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Satoh et al. (US 
2003/0055686). 

Re claim 4, Satoh et al. teaches a interface for communicating with an IC card containing 
personal information, a detector detecting a signal through the interface determining insertion of 
the card and reading the information from the card and controlling turning the display of the 
display apparatus on/off when the insertion is detected (paragraph [0125] which teaches that the 
IC card turns on/off the screen 101). Satoh et al. teaches that slot 2 detects insertion of the card, 
which is interpreted as a detector. FIG. 3 is interpreted to teach a controller. The Examiner has 
interpreted the IC card as a smart card: 
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Re claim 5, Satoh teaches the display terminal 1 has a data accepting control section 122 
and a display control section (FIG. 3), which are interpreted as a smart card controller and 
display microcomputer, respectively. 

Re claims 7-9, the Examiner notes that FIG. 3 shows a data storing device and paragraph 
[0238] and FIG. 6 teaches deleting information. 

Re claim 10, Satoh et al. teaches turning off the display when the card is removed 
(paragraph [0125]). 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was 
commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to 
the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor 
and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was 
made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 
U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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3. Claims 6 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Satoh et 
al., as discussed above, in view of Wang (US 6,128,744). 

The teachings of Satoh et al. have been discussed above. 

Satoh et al. is silent to the clock and reset signals with terminals. 

Wang teaches such limitations (FIG. 1). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine the teachings of Satoh et al. with those of Wang. 

One would have been motivated to do this in order to control the reading of the smart 
card and powering of the monitor, using conventional means such as clock and reset signals. 

Re claim 12, Satoh et al. is silent to powering the card prior to reading. 

The Examiner notes that passive cards are an obvious expedient to reduce size/cost of the 
cards, for example. 

Re claim 12, Wang teaches power provided to the card (FIG. 1). 

The Examiner notes that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide power to the card, before reading the card in order to communicate with the card, as is 
conventional in the art. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to combine the teachings 
of Satoh et al. with those of Wang. 

One would have been motivated to do this in order to have passive cards, which can 
reduce the cost and size of the cards, for example. 
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4. Claims 7-9, 11, 13-17, and 23-31 are rejected under 35 US.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Satoh et al., as discussed above. 

The teachings of Satoh et al have been discussed above. Re claims 7-9, the Examiner 
notes that deleting information could be interpreted as deleting information from a buffer, such 
as is conventional when an electronic comparison of data is performed, without permanent 
storage occurring (such as when a card is inserted into a reader; identification data can be read 
and compared to stored data, but to do such comparison a buffer is used.) 

Though silent to turning the display on/off if the information, the Examiner notes that it 
would have been obvious if the card is not an appropriate card, that the display apparatus would 
not turn on (the card could not be recognized, for example). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to only turn on the display when appropriate cards are inserted, for the integrity of the 
system. 

Re claim 13, Satoh et al. teaches the limitations (paragraph [0128]). 

Re claim 14, Satoh et al. teaches such limitations (paragraph [0098]). It appears that 
claim 14 is mistakenly dependent on claim 11, instead of being dependent on claim 13. 
Alternatively, storage could be performed in a buffer, such as for comparison purposes, without 
further storing on the display device (just storing for an electrical comparison). 

Re claim 15, deletion has been discussed above. Deletion could also include clearing of 
the buffer, which is conventional when buffer information is cleared after an electronic 
comparison is performed. 

Re claims 16-17, the limitations have been discussed above, where an ID is checked, and 
also that information can be deleted. 
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Re claim 23-31, the limitations have been discussed above. 

Response to Arguments 
5. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



6. The Examiner notes that storage can also be interpreted to include temporary storage, 
such as in a buffer, which is common in the art to compare input and stored data, without 
permanently storing/requiring great data storage capacity. 

Additionally, the Examiner reminds the Applicants of the teachings of Wang, Huang, 
Mooney et al., Bilich et al., which also teach deleting, storing, clock signals, and powering 
on/off. 



7. Claims 18-22 and 32 are allowed. 

8. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: The reasons for 
allowance have been discussed in the previous Office Action. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue 
fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance." 



Additional Remarks 



Allowable Subject Matter 
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Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel I. Walsh whose telephone number is (571) 272-2409. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael G. Lee can be reached on (571) 272-2398. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Daniel I Waist 
Examiner- 
Art Unit 2876 

3-1-07 
DANIEL WALSH 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



